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From the six types of procedures that assign the public procurements' contracts, this paper wants to highlight the risk evaluation only for The public procurements carried out through demands of supply. The procurements carried out through electronic auctions were not treated within this paper.
Evaluating the risks is part of the operational process and must identify and examine the internal and external factors which could negatively impact the objectives of the organization 1 . The risk analysis must cover the entire range of risks found within the entity, that is why it must be taken into account that the work procedures are kept at all levels of the hierarchy, especially at the top.
The evaluation process must discover the measurable and nonmeasurable risks, such as the operational risks, and must select the controllable risks.
Management can identify the risks and their evolution at the level of the entity with the help of a set of activities that organize, lead and manage and activities of pre-established control (through the specific department). The internal audit structure is an independent structure and resumes the analysis of the risks established by the management in order to evaluate the control system or the work procedures.
Internal auditors must report the results of their work to the general management and any significant weakness discovered during the audit mission. But, on the other hand, we must not forget that auditors also face a risk, such as the detection risk, called the audit risk. Therefore, the internal auditor must consider the audit risk at the level of each operation as being an auditable object so that a low number of remained material errors are recorded.
Treating the risk must take into account their division into three large categories, according to the international audit standards: a) Inherent risk -which emphasizes the situation when a material error can occur. The inherent risks are represented by the sum of risks that the entity faces and they can be internal, external, measurable or non-measurable. At this level, the control activity and its capacity to detect misstatements are ignored. The entity encounters these risks through its activity and intercessions.
b) The control risk -shows that the internal control system of the entity can't stop or correct possible errors. The control risks represent the undiscovered irregularities and errors during the control activity. The analysis of the control risks is done in accordance with the organization' structure of the control system, the organization and application of the procedures, of the used IT system, etc. The auditor can't change the control's level and quality, but he can "influence it by making recommendations regarding the improvement, but this influence can manifest only after the audit and only if the management will take into account the made suggestions" 2 . c) The detection risk -represents the situation when a material misstatement will not be detected by the auditors, and is also called the audit risk. o the transparency principle implies putting at the disposal of those who are interested all the information regarding the procedures followed to award a public procurement contract; o the equal treatment principle implies applying in a non-discriminatory manner the selection criteria for awarding a public procurement contract; o the confidentiality principle implies guaranteeing the commercial secret and the right to intellectual property of the tenderer.
 the acquisition activity is well known and mastered from the beginning and launching phases to the final reimbursements;
 the Annual program of public procurements is adequate to the real, valid, foreseen in the budget and scheduled needs;
 the recordings are exhaustive;  the documents are accurately certified and recorded;
 the expenses correspond to a provided service;
 the functionality of the internal control system.
Next, we want to emphasize the risk measurement with the help of the risk assessment matrix. It is known that the risk assessment (analysis) activity represents an essential component of management and must be done constantly. It includes the following stages: identifying the auditable objects, establishing the risk for each auditable object, assessing the risks, classifying the risks, establishing the internal control and placing the risks on a hierarchy.
At the level of the risk assessment stage we will try to highlight the assessment criteria and the weights of the risk regarding: the financial impact, the occurrence probability and the level of the internal control (the implementation degree of the specific control procedures).
According to the Handbook, the audit mission for the public procurement activity has a List of auditable objects for the demands of supply that includes the following: 
Preparing the procedure for awarding public procurements contracts (O.1)
 The market study, creating its own data base ;  Writing and transmitting the Documentation necessary for the elaboration and presentation of the supply (DEPO) ;  Establishing the evaluation commissions.
2.

Launching the procedure for awarding public procurements contracts (O.2)
 The announcement/invitation to participate  The right to demand clarifications at DEPO
3.
The unfolding of the  Opening and assorting the tenders;
procedure for awarding public procurements contracts (O.3)
 Examining and evaluating the tenders in order to establish the winner of the public procurement contract;  Signing the public procurement contract;  The public procurement file.
Source: An internal audit mission handbook for the public procurement activity, elaborated by U.C.A.A.P.I.
In the second stage of the risk analysis procedure, called Risk identification, the association of the significant risks with the operations established in the List of auditable objects takes place. Usually, the internal auditors associate one or more theoretical risks to auditable objects, based on what was determined from the collected documents or from the practical risks emerged from its own experience. The handbook stipulates the following categories of risks specific to every auditable object: The next stage of the risk analysis procedure is called Risk assessment, a stage where the weights and the level of the risk assessment are set, depending on the importance and the gravity of the risk factors.
In order to ease establishing the weight of the risk factors (Pi), is more useful to mark in the third stage every auditable object with its corresponding specific risk with a certain simplified notation (for example: Ob. 1.1, Rs.1.1.1, Ob.i.1, Rs.i.1.1).
The handbook mentions the following risk factors, weights and assessment levels as follows: a) the risk factors (Fi): F1 -the internal control assessment, F2 -the quantitative assessment, F3 -the qualitative assessment; b) the weight of the risk factors (Pi): P1 -the weight of the internal control assessment (of the internal control procedures), which is 55%, P2 -the weight of the quantitative assessment, which is at 25%, P3 -the weight of the qualitative assessment, which is 20%; c) the risk assessment levels (Ni): N1 -low risk level, N2 -medium risk level, N3 -high risk level.
Therefore, the calculus relation of the total score for assessing the size of the risk is:
where: P t -total score; P i -the weight of the risk for each factor; N i -the risk assessment level for each used factor i -the used risk factors n -the number of the used risk factors
In order to assess the risks for auditable objects, which are corresponding to the public procurement activity, we suggest the following criterion to settle the risk factors, the weights and the risk assessment level: a) To assess the internal control (F1), the number one objective (Ob. 1) and the third objective (Ob. 3) respectively, must have a 60% weight of the risk factors and the second objective (Ob. 2) must have a 55% weight. We think that higher weights for the two objectives (Ob.1& Ob.3) are justified because of the importance of the auditable objects and of the risks associated to these objectives for the public procurement activity.
b) The qualitative assessment is done for all the objectives with a 35% weight of the risk factors, which is associated with the quantitative assessment (F2). A higher weight of the risks than the one in the Handbook was established because of the meaning of the financial impact over the public procurement activity. c) For the number one and number three objectives was considered a 5% weight of the risk factors, and a 10% weight for objective number two, which is associated to the qualitative assessment (F3).
The total score for each objective (Table no. 3), each auditable object and significant risk was determined with the formula: .1. . P t 3.4.3=P ci 3.4.3xN ci 3.4.3+ n P t = Σ (P i x N i )=> P t 1. Total score 1 onformity conditions (Rs.1.3.1);  The members of the evaluation commission don's have professional training and relevant exp  An insufficient information system, which doesn't allow going over the representative tenders (Rs.1.1.1) ;  DEPO doesn't observe the conformity conditions (Rs.1.2.1) ;  DEPO includes specifications written in the favour of a certain economic agent (Rs.1.2.2);  The decision to name an evaluation commission doesn't meet the c erience in this area (Rs.1.3.2);  There is an incompatibility between the members of the evaluation commission and the tenderers (not all the confidentiality and impartiality statements 
